INDEX 


PRINCIPAL MATTERS. 


eee _oceeal 
ALIENATION. 
‘To set it aside, fraud in the alienor, knowlege in 
the alienee, and injury to a third party, must 
be shewn. Kenney & al. vs. Dow. - . 617 


AMENDMENT. 
See ATTACHMENT, 2. 


APPEAL. 

1 It is not necessary that an appeal-bond should 
be signed by the appellant. Doane vs. Far- 
row. ‘ ‘ 2 ° , 

- 3 When the evidence is not taken in open court, it 
cannot be usedon the appeal, without a 
statement of facts. Wiltz vs. Dufay & al. 

3 An appeal lies from the discharge of a rule onthe 
sheriff, to shew cause why he does not re- 
lease property attached. Lecesne vs. Cottin. 

4 The appeal will not be dismissed, because the 
jadge a quo has certified that the statement 
uf facts contain a note of the evidence—the 
court will presume that he meant the evi- 
dence. Dromgoole vs. Gardner’s widow and 
heirs. : ; > aa . : 


Vor. x. 93 








740 INDEX OF 


5. No appeal lies from an order for a special jury. 
Hawkins vs. Livingston.” ' ‘ 

6 A party who does not object to a judge’s charge, 
cannot complain of it, on the ae Bayon 
vs. Vavasseur. 

7 Dufing the July term, nd Fehdaring will be on. 
ed, unless the petition be filed with the clerk, 
within four days afterjwdgment pronounced. 
General rule. 

8 If any point not stated i in the nae be vidi at the 
Hearing, the opposite ‘coutisel may demand 
four days to answer in writing. 


9 The judge-a quo, after the rectird comes up, can- 


not certify facts which make part of the 
Statement. Mitchel vs. Jewell, . ° 
10 It is not his province to certify whgt transpires 
during the trial. Same cae. : : 
44 Any. admission, which it is important to pre- 
serve, must be put on the record. Same 


case. ; ; . Boat es 
12 Damages allowed for a frivolous appeal. Day 
vs. Bookter. : ~ ° ‘ 


13 When a question of limits depends on matters 
of fact, a yerdict will not be disturbed, if it 
do not clearly appear contrary to the-evi- 

_ dence. Scott vs. Turnbull & al, 

14 Very strong grounds should be offered to in; 
duce the supreme court to disturb a verdict. 
Dunn & wife vs. Duncan’sheirs.’ —, , 

15 When the proof is not conclusive, and the su- 

preme court is to decide on which side it 

preponderates, it must draw such conelu- 
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iF isi 

sions as are best enpheisted by the evidefice 

produced. Wooiers ’ vs, Thompson, if. 674 
46 Tf, om an issue of fraud, ‘the -verdict appears |” 

contrary to evidence, the supreme ' court 

will remand the ae Bayon vs, Vaudss 

seur. é : " 61 
17 A paper permitted ta ae read: in the court a 

quo, cannot be objected to on the appeal, 

Brown vs. Compton.. ‘ ié 42h 
18 When the evidence is contradictory before the 

jury, and evidence be admitted not.very im> | 

Portang,) jn itself, but which may have ‘had®) . 
’ influence on their minds, the case will be 

remanded. Gaillard ys. Anceline. rae 479 
19 If evidence appears on the the record, which: 

was not.read below, it cannot be noticed.on . 

the appeal. Kenney & al. vs. Dow. 14) 7; 


APPRENTICE, 
The master may correct him, but notina wanton , 
orcruel manner, Mitchell ys. Armituge.  —~* BR 


ATTACHMENT. 5 ee 

_ 1 A party who claims property attached, and has it 
delivered on bond, is not accountable for 
any money which he became bound to pay 
the defendant, and which he did pay, aftér 
executing the bond. Canfield vs. M‘Laugh- 

lin. ; , : : 48 
? A suit on an attachment bond, is not a continuation 
of the original one, so that the sheriff’s re- 
turn in the former, may be amended daring 
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the sendeley of the latter. Hatton vs. Still- 
well & al. 

3 The garnishee has a right to retain fands attoch- 
ed in his hands, though he did not expressly 
admit he had any—having neglected to an- 
swer. Lecesne vs. Cottin. . ° 

4 The garnishee cannot contest the right of the 
plaintiff. Hanna’s syndics vs. Lawring & al. 

5 In cases of attachment, a prior judgment does 


not destroy the lien of an anterior seizure. 


Carrol vs. M‘Donogh. oe g , 

6 The affidavit to obtain an attachment may be 
sworn to before the deputy clerk. Kirkman 
vs. Wyer. . 

7 The want of a citation, in the mode a 
by law, is a fatal objection to proceeding 
by attachment. Stockton & al. vs. Hasluck 
& al. 


if See Appeat, 3. 


ATTORNEY. 
1 If the attorney of the syndics of an insolvent’s 
estate, stipulate for a fixed sum, he must sue 


on the contract, and cannot have judgment . 


onarule. Seghers vs. Hanna’s creditors. 
2 An attorney suspended for using indecorous lan- 


guage to the court, Michel de Armas’ case. 123,158 . 


3 A licensed attorney cannot be called upon for 
his powers, as a matter of course. Johnson 
& al. vs. Brandt & al, 

4 No particular form is required in a letter of at- 
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torney ; it is sufficient if the principal dis- 
tinctly expresses his will. Steer vs. Ward 
& al. i 


‘ AUCTIONEER. * 
if A. gives goods to B. to sell, and B. pro- 
cures an auctioneer to do so, the latter is 
accountable to ‘B. only. Hewes vs. Laue. 


AUTHORITY. . ns 
Payment of a note to a person who has not at the 
time possession of it, nor any authority to re- 
ceive its amount, cannot avail; although he 
afterwards receive it, with authority to col- 
lect its amount. Welsh vs. Brown. 


BAIL. 

t Judgment may be had against the bail, without 
the suit being formally set down. Kirkman 
vs. Wyer. 

2 The assignment of the bail-bond ve not tbe 
proved, when the general issue is not plead- 
ed, nor the assignment denied. Same case. 

3 There is no need of a prayer for bail in the pe- 
tition. Labarre vs, Durnford. 

4 Abail-bond taken under the act of 1808, needs not 
be assigned by the sheriff. Sompeyrac vs. 


Cable. 7 ° , 
5 One taken under the act on 1805, ch. 26, must. 
Same. case. . i - - 


BILL OF EXCHANGE. 
4 If the endorser be sued on the -protest for non- 
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acceptance, in order to compel him to give 
security, and afterwards on the protest for 
non-payment, on judgment being obtained in 
the latter suit, the plaintiff cannot recover 
costs in the former. Bolton & dl. vs. Harrod 
& al. ‘ Bae tig 

2 Reasonable notice to the endorser is a mixed 
question of law and fact. Spencer vs. Stir- 
ling.. 

3 Proof of notice to an endorser is essential to a 
recovery against him. Johnson’s ex. ¥s. 
Duncan & al. syndics. 

wh 
BOND. 

4 The sealing and formal delivery of it, is not’ re- 
quired by law. Labarre vs. Durnford. 

2 The suréty on a twelve-months bond, is im- 
mediately liable, although the principal 
died since its. execution, Bynum vs. Jackson. 


See AppeaL, 1—Bait, 2, 4 & 5. 


BOUNDARY, 

Ifa grant for land, on both sides’ of a stream, 
calls for the line of another tract, as its up- 
per boundary, it does not essentially follow 
that such a line be the limit on both sides of 
the stream, when the contrary. is shewn by 
proper evidence. Meaux’s heirs vs. Breaus. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 
1 The constitution began to be binding on the | 
people, and all the officers of government, 
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as soon as. the state).was admitted in the 
union. Bouthemy & al. vs. Dreux & al: 

1 Thenceforth, judicial proceedings were to be 
preserved: in the language .in which the 
constitution of the united states is written. 
Same case. i 


See-InsoLvent, 5—Minor, 4. 
¥ ; 


CONSTRUCTION, 
Ifa clause be susceptible of two constructions, it 


‘have some effect, rather than in that” in 
which. it will have none. M‘Micken vs. 
Stewart. a . sitar yn 


CONTRACT. 
if A. deliver his boat to B., on his promise to 
pay two dollars aday, or $200, if she be 
lost, or he chooses to kéep her, the last 
sum will discharge B.’s obligation at any 
time before, or on a demand. SBoniol & al. 
vs. Henaire & al. vf . 


COURT OF PROBATES. 
1 Although the court of probates of the parish and 
| city of New-Orleans, has ordered the execu- 
tion of a will, any person interested in hav- 
ing it set aside, may bring suit in the dis- 
trict court. Bouthemy & al. vs. Dreux 
& al. ‘ : 


had power to decree the exhibition and filing 
of an execntor’s accounts, and a distringae 





gught to be. taken in that in which it will. 


4 Before the act of 1820, the court of probates 
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- 


was not the proper writ of execution. Casa- 
novicht & al. vs. Debon & al. 





CURATOR. 


If one be appointed ad bona while all the heirs ‘4 


are present, although the appointment be 
illegal, he is answerable as their agent. 
Ware & wife vs. Welsh’s heirs: 


DEPOSITION. 
1 A deposition must be reduced to writing by the | 
* deponent, the magistrate who receives it, oF . 
an indifferent person. Key’s curator vs. 
O’Daniel. . > > ‘ . 

2 It is inadmissible, in the hand-writing of the per- 
son who offers it, or of that of his attorney. 
Same case. ‘ 

3 When a commission issues to any magistrate of a 
county or parish, the official capacity of the 
person who makes the return, must be 
shewn, although he subscribes himself a 
magistrate or justice. M‘Micken vs. Stewart. 

4 A plaintiff cannot read against two defendants, 
a deposition taken in a suit against two of 
them. Hatton vs. Stillwell & al. 


DOWRY. 
When it consists in a stim of money, once to be 
paid, interest is due from the judicial demand 
only. Chamard vs. Sibley. 


EVIDENCE. 
{ A defendant sued for giving a-pass to the plaintiff’s 
slave, whereby he effected his escape, may” 
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PRINCIPAL MATTERS. 


yive the freedom of the negro in evidence. 


Brown vs. Compton. 

2 He who alleges a fact must establish it fally ; it 
does not suffice that he render it probable. 
Turnbull vs. Martin. ‘ ‘ , 

8 An invoice accompanying a bill of lading, is not 
per se evidence of the quantity and value of 
the goods. Watson & al. vs. Yates. . 

4 To authorise a party to give in evidence cir- 
cumstances not immediately connected with 
the matter in dispute, they must be of such 
a nature as to produce a:.fair and reason- 
able presumption of the fact at issue. Con- 
yad vs. Lowisiana bank, .« - . ‘ 

5 A note, neither proven to have the siaaatlare of 
the cashier or president of the bank, or to 
have been acknowleged by them,. cannot 
be laid before experts, as a piece of gompa- 
rison. Same case. . : ° 


6 A witness may be examined, whether, the en-, 
graving of a note be similar to that of those — 


which are avowedly genuine.: Same case. 
7 Evidence of the nonage of the defendant, can- 
° not be received, on a motion to. discharge 
him from bail. David vs. Sittig. . . 


- 8 A justice of the peace, after he is out of office, 


cannot certify proceedings theretofore had 
before him. Gaillard vs. Anceline. _ .« 
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See Aprgeat, 2—Bait, 2 & 4—Biut or Excnaner, 2 & 3=- 
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. EXCEPTION de non num pec. 




















The vendor may not avail himself of it after a 4 
thirty days. Lepretre § al. vs. Sibley. . 308 9 
EXECUTOR. | — ¢ 
1 In an action for money had and réceived to his ——_ 
use as such, need not state himself executor. - | 
Hunter vs. Postlethwaite. . - 456 a lg 
2 Ifhe does, the defendant cannot contest his capa- . i 
city. Same case. . ‘ ° po the 
, See Court or Prosares, 2. 4 eg 
GARNISHEE. 
A garnishee who swears that an illegal attach- . 
ment has been taken out against him in an- 4 7. 


other state, is not precluded by that decla- | 
ration from having the proceeding suspended 1s 
until the result-of the first attachment is 

known. Carrol vs. M‘Donogh, . - 609 


See Atracument, 3 & 4. 7 
INSOLVENT. a 
1 Creditors, who prove their debts at a meeting, = 
need not renew their proof at a. subsequent 






one. Seghers vs. his creditors. : . FF @ 
; 2 Anotary cannot certify any thing that happened 3 
at a meeting of creditors, otherwise than by g : 
acopy of his minutes. Same case. \. ° ad 
3 With regard to a fact that does not there appear, 
he must swear. Same case. " ae ide 






4 A creditor who was present at a meeting, and did 
not object to any vote, cannot oppose. the | 4s 
homologation of the proceedings, on the - 







































PRINCIPAL MATTERS. 


- ground, that proper powers were not pro- 

duced. Same case. . , : 

5 A judgment of homologation must, according to 

. the constitution, cbntain the reasons on which 
1 _—__*:_- itt is grounded. Same case. : . 


4 ¢ If adebtor cede his goods before judgment be" 


signed, the syndics must be brought in. 

Shamburgh vs. Torry & al. syndics. - 
4A forced surrender cannot be obtained on the 
oath of the applicant alone. Wikoff & ab 

vs. Duncan’ s heirs. , . 
4, 8 An order for a stay, of proceedings, and a call of 
} creditors, make them all parties. Same case. 
9 Any of them may come in and shew that he’ is 
injured bythe proceedings. Same case. . 
10 A payment, out of the ordinary course of busi- 
ness, on the eve of bankruptcy, is void. Rit- 
chie & al. syndics vs. Sands & al. syndics. 


3 “laa oth 





11 The act of i817, directing the proceedings to © 


be pursued in cases of voluntary surrender, 
does not govern those which are forced. 
Planters’ bank & al. vs. Lanusse & al. ‘ 
12 Syndics must be appointed by the majority of 
creditors in amount, and if the claim of those 
offering to vote is disputed, it must be prov- 
ed, as in ordinary. cases, by legal evidence. 
Same. case. ’ . .» ¢ 
13 Claims of creditors may be investigated pre- 
- vious to the appointment of syndics.’ Same 
7 2 case, i , , . ° 
_. 44 Incases of forced surrender, all the creditors 
are at once plaintiffs and defendants. “Same 

CAse., » . , ’ 
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15 When the amount due to a creditor is disputed, 
the party opposing it has a right to demand 
a jury for the trial of the facts at issue. Same 
case. ‘ eg 

ie 16 An endorser, who has not paid his endorsee, 

cannot be permitted to vote at the deliber- 

ation of the creditors for syndics. Same 


























case. * e 
- $7 The oath of an agent, mace ‘sowie of the 
, amount due to his principal is derivative, 


is not legal evidence of the debt. Same case. 

18 The regulations provided in case of , respite 
have not any application to voluntary and 
forced surrenders. Chiapella vs. Lanusse’s 
syndics. . . : : 

19 The delay created in liquidating the affairs of 

, a bankrupt, does not violate the constitution | 
of the united states. Same case. 

20 Provisional syndics do not possess the faculty 
of demanding or resisting payment. Same 
case. ‘ 

21 If the property of a beirut is sold without 
the formalities prescribed by law, it still re- 
mains a property of the estate. Crum& al. 
vs. Laidlaw & al. syndics. .« : 

22 A judgment rendered, but not signed at the 
time the debtor make a cessio bonorum, con- 

. fers’ no privilege over other creditors. 

Torry & al. syndics ys. Shamburgh. 
See Artonney, 1—Morrcace, Resrite, Saxe, 5. 


INTERROGATORIES. 
1 The capacity and signature of a justice of the. 
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peace, to the jurat of an answer to interro- 
gatories, is-not to be certified, as the record 
of ‘a court, under the act of congress. Git- 


























id, 7 zandener vs. Macarty. : ge 
q 2 If the defendant do not move to dismiss the 
suit, for the want of an answer to his inter- 
rogatories, he cannot assign it a8 an error. 





7 LAND. m 
r f 1 A plat and survey never returned to the proper 
td. a . . 
“ office does not bind third persons. + Baldwin 
7 / vs. Stafford & al. . . 416 
y 2 If there are two.-titles of equal dignity for the 
same tract of land, that which is anterior in 
48 6 Ek . . 
i. date will prevail. Calvit vs. Innis. y 287 
4 See Bounpary, Minor, 1 & 2. 
ae LEASE. 
. If the lessor, during the lease, divide the house, 
j A and underlet one half of it, and after the , 


termination of the lease, the lessor receive 
one half of the rent from each party, he can- 
not afterwards charge his original lessee 
with the whole. Waters vs. Banks. _  , 94 


LIEN. 
On the the failure of the debtor, the creditors 
cmnot resort to property on which they * 
have a lien, till they have discussed the 
proceeds of the property which was sold, 
in the hands of the syndics. Crum & al. 
vs. Laidlaw & al. syndics. ‘ ~ 468 
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MARRIAGE. 
1 When there is no contract of marriage, the child 
of a slave belonging to the wife is parapher- 
nal. Frederic vs. Frederic. ‘ - 188 
2 Married persons cannot, during the marriage, © | | F 
make to each other, by an act inter vivos or a I 
V mortis causa, any mutual or reciprocal do- 
nation. Same case. ; m ~ sd. oe 
3 The widow has a right to mourning dresses out ' 4 2 
of the succession of her husband. Same case. id, 


4 She has no right to interest on paraphernal pro- 3 
perty ‘during the year of mourning. Same % 
case. 2 “\ : ae. ad, y 
MINOR. 
1 The formalities which the law has prescribed © 
for the sale of a minor’s land, are introdu- 
ced for his exclusive advantage. —, s a. 
heirs vs. Duhamel. . ; 225 y % 





2 The purchaser cannot successfully allege the @ 

want of them. Same case. ad. i 
3 He cannot resist the payment of the ait 

money, on the ground that the inventory 

and other proceedings preceding the sale. 

are in the French language. Same case. < id. 
4. The process verbal, of the sale of a minors 

land, by the parish judge, i is valid, although 

it be reduced to writing in the French lm- 

guage. Same case. a . : au. 
See Evipence, 7—Prescription, 3. 








MORTGAGE. 
A stay of proceedings does not prevent the rex 
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cord of amortgage. Torry & al. syndics vs. 
Shamburgh. . : - /8 


NEW TRIAL. 
1 Anew trial would not be granted on the late 


Tee ATE eR i ey 
A, i 


sig 


discovery of evidence, to be obtained from 

the adverse party. Muirhead vs. M‘Micken. 83 
2 Whether a party who has not pleaded a release, 

can have a new trial, on his affidavit, that 

he has since the trial discovered the means 


vn Si cae Be 


of proving it? Smith vs. Crawford. gt 


NOTARIAL ACTS, 

1 A Spanish notarial instrument, attested by three = o 
notaries of the district, and the constitutional a 
alcade, accompanied with the certificate of 1 
the American consul, may be received in 
evidence, or proof of the notary’s signature. 

a Ferrers vs. Bosel. ° a .- 36 
_ J 2 A notarial act is not complete till it be signed by 4 
a, all the parties. Miltenberger vs. Cannon. 85 . 7 

3 It may be impeached by the subscribitg witnes- . - fe : 

ses. Marie vs. Avart’s heirs, . oe tw 5 2 


PARTNERSHIP. a 

i ob partner has no action against his co-partner, 

- for any sum paid for the partnership, nor - 
any funés placed in it, until a final settlement 
takes plice, and then for the balance only, 
which apjeared due. Drumgoolevs.Gard-- . 
ner’s widow and heirs. F) me ~: 433 
ela ‘partner seb up an adverse claim, the other 

may obtain a sequestration. Johnson & alee, eee 
. e- Brena al, a : Nae’ 
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3 If, in a commercial partnership, it be provided, 
that real estate may be purchased, for the 
convienency of carrying on trade, and one of 
the partners purchase upwards of 20,000 
arpens, the purchase will not bind the other. 
Brookes’ syndics vs. Hamilton. : 




























| 
| 
| 
PRACTICE. | 
i A replication admits any new fact set forth in * © 
the answer in avoidance of the claim, which | -_ | 
it does not deny. Lewis vs. Peytavin. ‘ 36 | 
2 An assignee may sue in his own name. Sedwell’s ay 
assignee vs. Moore. ° 117 | 
3 If the plea of the general issue be followed by 
an averment, that the defendant has a better 
title than the plaintiff, the averment does not | 
control the plea. | Murray vs. Boissier. 298 
r 4 A party who, in order to procure the attendance 
of a witness, occasions some delay, which 
might have been avoided by taking his ‘depo- | 
sition, is not guilty of such laches as preverit | 
| 


“' his obtaining a continuance. Lee vs An- 
; drews¥al. ‘ - 682 
. 5 When the propriety of granting a continuance to o | 
a defendant is doubtful, it should be granted. ee | 
be om Same case. a d , - td, 3 


See Ban, 1& 2—Bitt oF ExcuancE, Respite. a, 

4 PRESCRIPTION. 4 
oy 1 A party who relies on prescription, must. plead = = =| 
it. ‘Dunbar vs. Nichols. . |. ‘ , 

2 The court camot supply the plea, Same case, 
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3 The prescription of ten years does not run 
against a minor. Calvit vs. Innis. 

4 In order that the possessor may unite the pos- 
session of his predecessor to his own, it 
must have been in good faith. Innis vs. Mil- 
ler & al. ‘ ° 

5 It must be continued and sitdlcinentadi Same 
case. ‘ . 

6 It must be that which a had at + the time of the 


tradition. Same case. 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| ~ ‘1 The plaintiff may fiw aioe on a prison 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


bounds bond, without the principal. Wood - 


& al. vs. Fitz. : “ 3 

@ Even before judgment against the latter. sd 
case. : ‘ 

. 3 The condition of the bond andi not be literally 
that on the statute. 

. 4 The party cannot object, he was in custody whin 


Same case. 


he signed the bond. Same case. 
5 The allowance to a debtor, in prison, needs not 


be made before arrest. Same case. 





6 Whether a prisoner in the bounds, may de- 


mand it? Quere. Same case. 


PROMISSORY NOTE. 

1 An endorsor may prove an alteration made after 
the endorsement. Shamburgh vs. Com- 
magere & al. 

2 The maker of a note is to is called: ¢ on at his 
domicil. Same case. 

3 When the maker of a note, dated in Neon 
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leans, resides out of the state, it is sufficient 
to demand payment at the place where it 
purports to have been aeeeey — 
vs. Toledano. 

See AUTHORITY. 


RAPIDES. 


i The liniits of the post of Rapides have never 


been correctly defined by any act of the 
Spanish government. Baldwin vs. Stafford 
& al. 


2 They must be taken as ‘debeasiond de ficto By 


the officers of Spain, and of the late territory. 


Same case. ° : “hee 


RENUNCIATION. 


Although the heirs renounce that inheritance, 


acreditor cannot, without letters of curator- 
ship, obtain an injunction to stay a sale, un- 
der a fi. fa., issued 6n a judgment against 
the executor. Vienne vs. Boissier. 


RESPITE. 


When a respite is granted, the stay of proceed: 


ings which precedes it, cannot operate as a 
bar to an action for the breach of the condi- 


tions on which “the respite was granted.-: 


Ward vs. Brandt & al: 


/ 


SALE. 


{ Warranty is of the nature, not of the essence, of 


i 


2 If the disease was curable in its origin, though 


the contract of sale. Bayon vs. Vavasseur. 
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incurable at the time of the sale, the case 
is a redhibitory one. St, Rome vs. Poré. 
} 3 Ifa sheriff sell a run-away slave, without fulfil: 





| ing the formalities which the law requires, 
and the slave be recovered from the vendee, 

| the latter may recoyer damages, Fleming 

& ux. vs. Lockart. 

4 In such a suit, notice of the former need not be 

: proved to have been given him; but he 
may shew any fact, which his vendee might 

| have availed himself of, in the former suit. 
Same case. 

| § A_vendor cannot have an order of seizure, after 

| _ the failure of the vendee ; but must be paid 
by the syndics. Chiapella vs. Lanusse’s syn- 
dics. a 3 

See Exceprion. 

| 


SALVAGE. 

The quantum of salvage is left to the discretion 
of the court a quo, and the supreme court 
will not disturb the judgment, when it does 
not appear that the discretion was impro- 
perly exercised. Chauveau vs: Walden. 


SEQUESTRATION. 
. A writ of sequestration is not the proper remedy 
to compel the appearance of an absent deb- 
tor. Stockton & al. vs. Hasluck & al. 





TESTAMENT. 
The heir may avail himself of the testator’s insa- 
; nity, although his interdiction was not pro- 
yoked. Marie vs. Avart’s heirs. ‘ 
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WAGES. : 

1 One who, on his father’s death, takes home a des- 
titute younger brother, and occupies him on _ 
his farm, is not necessarily bound to pay 
him wages. Smith vs. Smith. . 

2 Circumstances may however entitle the latter to 

them. Same case. 


WITNESS. | 

1 ‘A father-in-law is not incapacitated from being a 
witness. Bernard & al. vs. Vignaud. 

2 Itis no objection to the reading of an instrument, 
that the witness, who proves the party’s 
handwriting (his mother’s) was young at. 
the time, that sheshas been dead long ago, 


and that he does not well read. handwriting, 
Wyche vs. Wyche. ‘ 
3 It is the duty of a party objecting to the intro- 
. duction of a witness, on the ground that he 
has an interest in the cause, to state what is 
the nature of that interest. Bernard & al. 
vs. Vignaud. 








